INTRODUCTION
Page 4, lines 6-17: Give this part a sub-heading so that it has more context. It's as though the introduction drifts into methods quite abruptly, so it's a little odd to read. Page 4, lines 20-22: The sentence starting "Specifically, participants were asked..." can be moved to the Methods section, under data collection.
METHODS
Page 5, line 5: Can you clarify that the teachers were expected to implement PAX-GBG immediately after training? Page 5, line 20: You mention that you shared interview results with participants for comment and correction. When you say "correction" what exactly do you mean? Did they see the themes and sub-themes and provide feedback? Page 5, line 25: A table summarising the 6 themes and 18 subthemes would be helpful for the reader. Page 5, lines 32-41: When you mention PPI, can you clarify who the community members were? What was their background -in education, or were they just interested members of the school community? Additionally, you mention on line 37 that some community members reviewed and interpreted study findings, but then on line 40, you write that they were not involved in analysing the study. Can you clarify their role?
RESULTS
General: A table with participant characteristics would be helpfulrole in school, amount of training attended, class taught. General: Do you have ID numbers to accompany quotes? Just to see how many are repeated by one person, etc. Page 6, lines 7-12: This is a very interesting observation. However, while you mention PAX having a positive impact on the school environment, perhaps you could refer to the potential impact of PAX on the skill-set of teachers? That quote usedwhere the teacher says that students are used to having no fun or play in school -is very striking. What does it say about the impact of PAX on the teachers, as well as the general environment? Page 6, line 16: You mention that school staff can be influenced by other staff in their view of the programme. The quote used doesn't actually convey how the teacher was influenced by, or conflicted about, the programme. Does the quote need to be expanded a little? Page 7, line 14: You write the "majority of school staff" -if this the majority of the 23 participants, or the participants referring to the majority of staff in their school? Page 7, PAX strategies: You give feedback on each of the PAX strategies, but it's a little out of context for the reader, as they may not know what exactly each strategy is trying to achieve, and therefore may miss the significance of the feedback. Perhaps have one line in Table 2 and the accompanying text to indicate the differences int he strategies and why they are all relevant. Page 8, Table 2 : Typo in the very first quote, "looking at me and they're QUIET and..." Page 9, Table 2 : Missing word (I'm guessing) in the very last quote, "walk quietly with your PAX ?HANDS? and your..." Page 10, line 7: You mention that staff view the programme as one for younger children. Is it the programme concept that they feel is for younger children, or is it the resources designed to support this concept that are less appropriate for older ages? It might be useful to clarify here what age range the programme is specifically intended for. Page 10, Table 3 : The last challenge listed is "more instructions needed..." I'm just wondering if more instructions are needed, or if some adaptation of the programme is needed to address the needs of children with special needs?
DISCUSSION
Page 13, lines 27-36: This is an important and well put-together point. Page 13, line 41: Typo, "holistic approach TO health..." Page 13, general: The strengths and limitations section would benefit from a sub-heading. Page 13, general: You have made recommendations for PAX training in future. Do you have any recommendations for further research that is needed? Page 14, lines 18-21: The last sentence is very positively put, but the point being made is perhaps not yet fully supported by the literature.
Best of luck with the remaining publication process.
VERSION 1 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
In response to Reviewer 1:
As indicated above, in the first paragraph under Methods, we have added that ethical approval has been obtained from the University of Manitoba's Health Research Ethics Board, Winnipeg, Manitoba.
Under Study Setting and Sample, we added to the description of the participants and included the number of school staff who were principals, teachers, resource teachers and educational assistants. Also, we have indicated that the 2 students were Indigenous and the 2 researchers were not Indigenous. We have stated under Data Collection that the interviews were evenly distributed across the 3 schools. We also rearranged this section to have one paragraph describing the setting and the other describing how the sample was obtained.
The reviewer wondered if the findings differed by school or respondent. While we agree that this would be an interesting line of inquiry, it was not one of our objectives and we did not conduct the analyses to answer that question.
In response to Reviewer 2:
ABSTRACT
We have changed the wording "Almost all participants had used the program." to "All teachers interviewed had used the program and school personnel in administrative roles were familiar with it." We have added the following sentence tot the Conclusion to highlight some of our key recommendations. "Some recommendations to strengthen the approach include ensuring that the school leadership understand PAX-GBG and support their staff, inclusive training of all school personnel, use of two phased training and making cultural and literacy adaptation to the program."
INTRODUCTION
We agree that the introduction was rather awkward and odd to read. Rather than add sub-headings to this brief introduction, we restructured it and added linking sentences to ensure a flow between paragraphs and allow the reader to follow our train of thought. We have moved the sentence starting with "Specifically, participants were asked..." to the first paragraph in the Methods section.
METHODS
To clarify that the teachers were expected to implement PAX-GBG immediately after training, we added this sentence under Study Setting and Sample, "The school personnel were trained in how to use the PAX approach in their schools and were expected to begin implementing school wide after the training."
Under Data Collection, we changed the phrase, "however, we shared a summary of the interview results with some of the participants for comment and correction." to "however, we shared the themes and subthemes with some of the participants for feedback to ensure accuracy."
We created a new Table 1 that summarizes the 6 themes and 18 sub-themes and added this after the first paragraph in the Results section.
Under the section, Patient and Public Involvement, we clarified their background and role. "These members were either band leadership, service providers, school personnel or simply interested members of the community. Some members were part of monthly team meetings overseeing the study and some sat on the PAX Adaptation committee that reviewed the results and provided context to ensure the findings were interpreted accurately."
RESULTS
We found that the information that we had on the participants was not conducive to being inserted into a table, therefore, we described the participant characteristics in more detail under Study Setting and Sample.
We have included ID numbers to accompany the quotes.
Regarding the reviewer's comment, "perhaps you could refer to the potential impact of PAX on the skill-set of teachers": We agree that it is through the teachers' increased skills that PAX is improving the classroom environment. "Some of their comments also suggest that PAX has provided teachers with new skills for improving the classroom environment."
Regarding the reviewer's comment, "You mention that school staff can be influenced by other staff in their view of the programme. The quote used doesn't actually convey how the teacher was influenced by, or conflicted about, the programme. Does the quote need to be expanded a little?" Under Overall Impression of PAX-GBG, we expanded on our interpretation of the quote and expanded the quoteas shown below. School staff can be influenced by how other educational staff view the program thereby making them less receptive to PAX-GBG. One of the teachers spoke about hearing negative comments about PAX-GBG from staff in a different school before she was trained. However, her impressions changed after she attended the training herself.
"They were talking about PAX, how they were trying to promote it into the schools and … like the math specialist, the ELA specialist, all those specialist people wanted, they didn't agree with the program because they were saying that you're rewarding kids and they don't believe in rewarding kids for good and bad behavior." (S2-I4) "Then when I went into the training I got a good idea of it and I was like, no, its not negative, its good."(S2-I4) Under the section, PAX-GBG is Being Implemented, we have corrected the line to read, "Almost all study participants" to clarify that we are referring to the majority of study participants and not school staff.
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GENERAL COMMENTS
All reviewer comments have been satisfactorily addressed and I have nothing further to add. I wish the authors the best of luck with the remaining publication process.
